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' DOCTOR REIGNOLDS- 


| his Letterto Sc, Francis K nolles 


concerning Dr.Bancrofts Sermon 


at Paulscrofle, Feb.g. 1588. inthe 
Parliament time, 


S232 L bcit (Right honourable) ] 
take greater comfort in labour. 
WA $39 ing to diſcover and overthrow 
R727 EY thecrrours of Icſuits & Papiſts, 

Ds) (eremucs of religion) then ofthe 
miniſters ot Chriſt, yet ſeeing it hath pleaſed 
your Honour to require me to ſhew mine 
opinion of fome things thar certaine of rheſe 
mcn maintaine and ſtand in, I thought ic my 
dury by thecxample (4) of Levi. who ſaide of 
his father and morher I regard them not, nor 
acknowledged he his brethren to declare the 
truth withour reſpect of perſons. 

Of the two points thertorc in Door Ban- 
crafts ſermon which your honour rwentionerh, 
one 15 concerning that he ſemeeth ro avouch 
the ſuperiority w hich Biſhops have 2morg 
us over the Clcrgie to be Gods owne ord 
nanc though not by expreile words y:t by ne- 
cl. ry copſequence, In that he affirmerh that 
there opinion who oppugre that their ſv 7crt- 
orery to be herefic, wherin I mult confeſſe he 
1 hab comirted overſight i in my Iudgmer, 8 b pag x8. 
1 himfclfeIthinke advertiſed therof w il [1 acknow 
ledge it , for havinge G) _ firſk that Aeris 
affirmetht 


a Deut,3 3,9- * 


ode: - 


6.4 4 


2 . 
that ther wasno difference by the word of God | 
betwixt a Preſt & a Biſhop &afterwards that ' 
Martin and his companions do maintaine this | 
pOint of Aeris, he addeth that Aerius perſiſt- | 
ing therin was codened for an hereticke by the | 

cpxgt9. general conſent of the whale Church, and likewiſe 
d pag 6g ( 4) that Martins, and all bis companions opingen | 
hatb herein been condemned for hereſie. 

Touching Martine, if any mn behave him- 
ſelfe otherwiſe then in diſcretion and charitic 
he ought, let the blame be laid whete the faulr 
is, I defend him not but it by the way, he ut- 
rer a truth, mingled with whatſo2ver clic, it is 
not rcaſon that that, which is of God, ſhould 
be condemned for that which is of man; no 
more then the dodrine of tte reſurection 

eAQ,:3,8, ſhonld be reproved becauſe ( e )it was main- 
tained and held by the Phariſes. Wherefore 
removing the odious name of Martin, from 
that which in ſincerety and loue 1s to be dealt 
with, it appearcth, by the aforefard words of 
D. Baxcroft, that he avoucherh the Super iorc- 
ty which Biſhops haue over the Clergic to be 
ofGods owne ordinance;tor he improveth the 
1mpugners of 1t, as bolding with Aerts, thar 
there 1s no difference by the word of God be- 
twaxt a Preſt, and a Biſhop, which he could 
aot doe with reaſon, unlefſe he him'elfe proved 
the Biſhops ſupreriorety , as eſtabliſhed by 
Gods word: hos he addeth, that their opinion, 
who gaine ſay it is Hereſic, whereof it infucth 
ac thinke-it contrary to Gods word ; ith he 
relig 


i 


3 


rely is an errour repugnant to the truth of the 
word of God, as (2ccording to (f ) the Scrip- i. 
tures) our owne Church { g) dothteach us. 7 wus 3; 1s. 

Now the Arguments whach he bringeth: to 7: 1 19 37. 
prove it an herely, are partely overweake and$, "1 _— 
partly untruc:oueriveake that (4 ) he beginneth pare 1 ny de 
with, our of Epiphanins, untrue, that he adjoy- Yihon 2 ant. 
neth of the gcneral conſent of the Church. Tus 3 x0, | 
For though Epiphanins do ſay, that Aerimuhe b pa 18 
aſſertion s full of folly, yet he diſproveth not *P219* ©3 
the reafon which Aerius {tood on, out of the 
Scriptures ; nay hc dealcth fo in fecking to dif- 
prove it, that Bellarmine theleſuite, (&) rhough t Tom, r cone 
dclirous to make the beſt of Epiphanins, whole 5 b,! ca pr s 
opinion herein he maintaineth againſt the Pro- 
tetants,yct 15 f 'rced to contele,that Epiphanus 
his anfiver 15 not all vfzkethe witeſt, nor any 
way cantit the text. 

As for the gcnera!ll conſenu of the whole 

Church which D. Bancroft ſaith, condemned 
that opinio of Aerius for an Hereſy, & hrmicltc 
for an Hereticke, b:cauſe he pertiſt in ir,that 
5a la'ge ſpeach: bu: what procte hath be that 
the wh--le Chur.h did fo> Ir apprareth(he faith 
in (/) Epriphaniss. It doth nor, and the con- 
trarz appearcth by ( ms) S. Jerome, and funory 
others, who liucd ſome in the ſame time, ſom | Co Ss 
after Ep:phanivs, even Saint Auſtin himſclte, Te 
though D. Bavcroft cite him, 3s bearcing piſt 85 26 E, 
witnes thereoflikewiſe I grant S. Auſtin (=) ay me 
in his beoke of hercfics, aſcribeth 1s ro 
Aeries, for one, that he ſaid, Preſbiterum 4b 


epiſcops 


4 
ep.{copo nulla differentta deberi diſcerni : but it is 
one thing to fay, there owght to be no difference 
betwixt them , ( which Aeris ſay ng condem- 

red ihe Churches order, yea made a ſchiſme 
o1n Arzumem therip, & {© is cenſured by S. Auſten counting 
apiry wo 4 it an hereſic as (0) Eprphanius be tooke it rc- 
| Ivor ni: De corded, himſclte, as ( p ) he witneſicth, not 
uTin pietatio FnoOwINg 19V farrethename of Hereſy ſhoull 
3 be ſtretched) another thing to ſay, that by the 
word of God there ts 118 diff exente betwixt them,bur 
by the order & cuſtome of the Church,which 
qEpiſt1y S. Auſten( q ) ſayth in cffeC&t himſelfe, fo farre 
was he from witoſfing this ro be hereſy by the 

ys . 
gcnerall conſent of the whole Church hich 
untruth how wrongfully it is txhered one him 
and on Epiphanius ( who yet arc all the wi-- 
neſſes, that D. Bancroft hath produced for the 
prootc hereof, or can for ought that I know) 
i may appeare by this, that our learned cours 
«defence of che ITY Man Of godly memory Biſhopl ») Jewell, 
Apolog parrez when Harding'to convince the ſame opinion 
_ vey > of hereſig alleagedthe ſame witneſſes, cycing, 
%** to thecontrary Chriſoſtome, Ierom, Auſten,and 
Ambroſe,knit up his Anſfiver with theſe words: 
All theſe, an4 other moe holy Fathers, togethar 
with the Apoſtle S. Paul, for thus ſaying by Har- 
dings advice, muſt be held for beritickes. And Ms- 
chal Medina (s) a min ofgreat account in 
the Councell of Trevt, more ingenious here in 
then many other Papiſts, affirmeth not onely 
the former ancicnt writers alleadged by Biſhop 
Jewel, but alſo an other Icrom,Theodpret, Prima. 
| | ' | /lins 
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Sedalia, and Theephilatt , were of the fame 
minde touching this matter with Aerivs. VVith 
whom agrce likewiſe (#)Oecumenins, & (4) f De facrif, 
Anſelmus Arbp: B: of Canturbury,8 an (x) — 
other 4nſclmmws, and(y) Gregorie,and (z)Gra- op ,, * 
tian, and after them how many? It being once tin1 Tim, z, 
inrolled in the Cannon law for found, and 5.7 FM, :d 
Catholike doctrine, and thereupon pyblikly x Colled, can, 
taughr by learned (4) men; All whieh do beate \Þ7 cap, 87, 
wi:ncle againſt D. Baxcroft, of the point in , nh KOVPER 
queſtion, that it was not condemned for 4n Tits x g,ec 
Herejieby the generall conſent ofthe whole Þ: 


Ccapylegimus, 
Church: For it he ſhould reply, that theſe Jat- F> paar 


' erwitn:ſgdid tive a1000 yearts after Cheiſt,! limp,cin,gs. 


; . : . 4 Authe x 
and therefore touch not him who (5)ſaid, it 5, 


was condgrinned ſo inthe time of S. £Auftiy, bodericus cal, 
and of(c) Epiphaniusthe moſt flouriſhing time 7/51 ncen- 
ofthe Church that ever happened fince the ren,de ſacra cc 
Apoſtles dayes , - either in reſpe& of Tearning cle miriſt. lib 
or of zeale, tirſt they, whom I named, though, **?7: 
liveing in a latter time, yetarewitneſles of cpag 69. 
the former, 

Occumenizs the Greeke Scholiaſt treading 
in the ſteppes of the old gredke Fathers, and 
the two LAnſelmeswith Gregorie, and Gratias, 
expreſing S. 7eromes ſentence word by word, 
Belides that , perhaps it is not very likely that 
Anſeimps of Caunterbury ſhould have Ras 
Canonred by the Pope of Reme, and worſhip- 
ed for a Saint, that the other Aw/clmes, and 
Gregory, ſhould have ſuch place in the Popes 


library , and be cftcemed of as they are: that 


B Gratians 


6 
Gratiets workes ſhould be allowed (o long 
zrime by lomany Popes for the golden founda- 
tion ot the Canon law, if they had taught that p 
for Catholicke, and ſound, which by the gene- 
rall conſent of thewhole Church, ia the moſt | 
flouriſhing time that ever happzned ſince the 
Apoſtles dayes, was condemned for hereſy : 
cheitely in a mucter of ſuch waighr, and m9- 
met, tothe Popes ſupremacy : which as they 
doc claime over all Bybops by the ordinance 
| of Goiſo mult they allow to Biſhops over 
« Sel 2; capg: Priſtes by the ſame ordinance, as they ſay” at 
#nen6<t7, Jength: and theretore have not one'y de- 
ph caplegine; creed it now in the (e ) Councill of Trext, but 
48,422 A!ſoin(f)thenewelitisn of.their Canon lay 
"ave ſet downe t!1:;3 note, that one Hu2hs 
Giofle allowe 4 by the Arcadezcon ( ſaying, 
1441 Biſveps bave differed from Preifts alwayes 4s 
*hey dee now an Govern:ment, and Prelatship aut 
4nd ofices, ani Sacraments, but wot in the name 
And Tile of Biſbop, which wes Common to them 
both ) nowſt be bell hereafter for S. Icromes 
meaning at \ealt for the meaning of the Canon 
taken out of $,1erow, though his wordes be 
- "Tom 1 cor} atandplaine againſt this gloſle, as Belarmixe 
wo zli>2cxp, (F } bimſelfe confeſſer'1, Wacrto may bead- 
hon ng ded, that they .alſs who have laboured about 
os prong | e: £2e reforming ofthe Chvrca theſe 5ooyeares, 
Pighterare) havetauz'it tit all Palkors be they intituled 
_—_— * Biſhopzor Preifts, haue cquall authority 8 
Defcas, pxcis POWEr by Gods word, Firtthe (5) waldenſes, 
#12, cap 35" next (5) Merfotins Patevinus:then (4) _—_ | 
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7 
and his ſchollers; afterward (/) Haſſe: and Hs- 


Fues: lalt of all (-») Luther, (n) Calvine(0) Bren-, 41. 11 


| 


1i#1, (p) Ballinger, (4) Muſcalus & other wile dc tidei fon» 


might be recxoned perticularly in great num- * lib 2 cap 60+ 
_— K | bo) 1rl e&@ Tom 2c 17 
ber, {ithas here with us both B'shops, and the | acncas S1lv i 


Qu3zenes (1) Proteſſorsof Divinity(r) in our Y- us loco citato, 


: . eſe ©  .. m Adverſus fal 
nuerſities,&(t) other learned men do conſe i Boone 


therein: fo in forreine Nation; all whom [ din, epiſt et 24 


haue read treatingoftiis matter, and many '** Pp? Rom. 
_ n in epiſt, ad 


moe (no donbt) whom I have not read, ptulip, x er Ti- 
s) Apal. <Coanfct W nifv.c 2 24.p D-cad 5 (er,zq Loc Com, Tit tus 1 

de muniſt verbi, x [evvell loca citary er Pilkingron in che Trea 

riſe ot burning 2Paules C nre1 3 D Hu npievey in cap, erin Dare? 

t:11 Leſuras part 2 rat, x ec D What ad rats Crnpuna ct coafu* 

ta, Duret Iefuirz lib 6, r M, Bradford, Limverc et others, M » 

Fox Atict, D'Fulke aguiaſt Briſtow M tives 49, and Anſwer 

*0 the Rhemiſts Ticus 1,5, | 


The lifting & examyningof rhe Trext Cons- 


{e4harh beca nader taken by only evo, which 


I have ſeenc, the onea divizeythe other a Lav- 

- | v put 3. 
yer, v Kemnifi is, and Genrfletur, they both x (ib, &, 
condemne the contrary doctrine therwuno, 
asa Trenterroar z the eac by Scriptures; - and 
Fathers, the other by cke Canoa Law, Bur 
whatdocl further ſpeake of (everall perſons > 
Itis the common judgement of the Reformed 
Churches of Helv-t:4; $11, France, Scot - 
land,CGermanie, luxe wie, Polongthe Lowcoun- 
eries, 411 our owne ,\witnes the(y) Harmonic 8f —— 
Confesſ10ns . 11,in Helyer, 

Wherefore fich D. Bancrof3+( [| aflure my pokG ua, Bel 
{1fe) will not (ay chic all cheſe have approved 2 3&4: 
thatas ſound and chriſtian doQrinz, which by 
chegenerall coaſent ofthe whole C' ch, in a 
20k 


moſt flowriſhing time , was conizmned for 
Lereſie : | hope Le willl ackno vicdpe, that he 
was Over (eene, inthat he avouched, the Supe- 
riority which Biſhops have among vs over the 
Cleargic ta bee of Gods \owne ordinance, 
And thus farre of the former poynt of D. Bar 
croft Sermon. 

The larter is,concerning that he affirmeth, 
that S. 1crom(2z,) faith, and M. Calvin ſeemerh 
on his reperr\ to confeſle that Biſhops have 
h ad the ſaid ſuperiority ever ſince the time of 
8s Marleche Evangeliſt, Ofthe which point 
I thinke as of the formcr ; fith neither Jerome 
faith ir, neither doth Calvin ſecme to confelle 
it on-his report. For Biſhops amoug us, be. 
ſides ordeyning, and laying on of handes,may 
doc ſundry other things, which inferior Min:- 
ſters,or Preifts(as D.Bancrolt termeth them) 
may not; But (4)/erom, after mentionof the 
«Epift, 2d Eva {UPCriOTity allotted to Biſhops fince S, Afarks 
vu, time, what dth a Biſhop((aith he,) except ordi- 

nation,which a Preiſt doth not> Mcaning, and in 

forcing by this kind of ſpeach,as a thing moſt 

evident, and ſuchas no man could deny, that 

: —_— 1.in B.ſhops had, that orcly powerabove Preiſts 

m7] then, which (6)C6ry/oſteomeallo witnesſeth. 

Thcugh nether had they iralonein all places 

as it is apparant by a (c)Coiiſell of Carthage, 

« Concil 4 ſhewing their Churchcs order: thatthePreiſts 
641, 3, layd their hands together with the Biſhop on 
thoſe who were ordeyned, Yet 1erom having 

proved by teſtimony of Scripture, that in the 

Apoſtes 


2 p1314,tr 6g, 


. —_— ————_— 
_ — 
—_ Ds, "_— - —_ _ 


-- 


Apoſtles times, Biſhops, and Prieſts were all 


| one, even inthe right (4) of this #s;granterh 


that afterwardes Biſhops. had that peculiar 
untothemſelues ſome where, buc nothing elſe 
ſaue ir. S. lcroms therefore faith not of that 


- ſuperiority whereof the queſtion 1s , that Bi- 
| ſhops have had it ever fince S.cHarks time. 


o more doth M.Calvin ſeeme to confeſle 
it upon his report. For Calvin in the ({amc(e) 


place that D, Baxcroft quoteth) ſhewing how d In i Tim,4 


in old time the Miniſtersthac had charge to 
reach\choſe of their company one in every ci- 
tic, to whom they did eſpecially giue the title 
of Biſhop , leaſt equality ſhould breed difſen- 
tion,yet (faith be) rhe B ſhop was not abbye 
them in honour and dignity, that he had rit!e 
over them, but looke what 15 the confuls duty 
in the Senate. to propoſe matters, to aske 
their opinions, to dire& others by graing the 
adviſe, b admoniſhing, by exorting,to guide 
the whole ation by his authority ; & fee that* 


performed which was agreed vpon bytheir c6-' 


mon conſent, that charge had the Biſhop in 
the aſſembly of Miniſters. Arid having decla- 
red, that S. lerom ſheweth this to have been 
brought in by the conſent of men upon the 
firſt of Titus, he addeth that the ſame S. Ierom 
otherwhere (hweth, how-ngignt an order of 
the Church it was, even from, S. Marks time 
to Herecles and, Dioniſius it "Alexandria, In 
which words of Calvin, ſeeing that the Order 


ofthe Church he mentioneth, hath cuidenr 
C relatt- 


I'4. 


e Inftit, lib,4, 


cap, 4» ſcQ, 2 


a N07.44-31, 


IO 


relation to-that before deſcribed, and that in 
the deſcribing of ir,he had ſaid, the Bishop was 
not ſo aboue the reſt in honor to rule over the: 
It followeth that M. Calvin doth not ſo much 
as ſeeme to confcile of 1eroms report, that ever 
ſince. $, Markes time Biſhops have had a ru- 
ling ſuperiority ever the Cleargic, 
Wherefore to uſe no more profes ina thin 
manifeſt which elſe might cafily be proped 
more at large out of S. Jerozs and 2, Calvin 
both: it is certaine that neither of chem doth 

affirme, that Biſhops ſo long rime have had 
ſuch ſuperioritie as D. Bawcroft (cemeth to fas 
ther upon them. 

Thus hauc I ſignified mine opinion of the 
pounts that your Honour ſpecified m D, Ban 
crofis Sermon, Which yet it he, or any doe 
prove,that I have crred in,or take him other- 
wiſc then I ought, I ſhall be willing by Gods 
grace tO corre : remembring the Avoſtle 
lciſon,that The ſpirits of the Prophets are ſubject 
#9 ;be Prophets. rg Sept; 1598. 


FINIS, 


'A QVESTION 


RESOL VE D BY A 
LEARNED DOCTOR, 


whether the Anzel; of th2 ſeaven 
Churches, Rerel.2, & 3. make 
tor Epilcopall pre-eminence 
are Duc my, 


For the Negative. Firſt 0 
idtheſe ſeaven Angels denote ſeaven pre- 
ſidents of the Prasbyterics of thoſe ſeaveri 
Churches, yet this would not conclude for c- 
piſcopall prxemincnce over Presbytcrs. For Cicerepro Mu 
D Reignolds was of opinion (in his confcrenec emutomncy"rory 
with Hart ) that in cach af theſe 7. Churches, wie ſont, vous 
there way pracſes presbitery, and th-t ſuch a - ena, "mh 
one is noted by rhe Angell; yer was he uttcrly porelt cbune- 
againſt the 7#s d1vinum Of Epiſcopal preemi = 
nerice over przsbiters. as appeareth by lis It 
ter to SirFrancis Knolles, 
2. But there is no ſufficient evidence to prove 
that in thoſe ſeaven Churches there was any 
ſuch preſes , prafidirg over the rcſt of the 
przsbiters, for theſe Reaſone, 
I. When Paul ſent to Epheſus for the praf- 
biters AR. 20*when he tould them they ſhould 
ſee his face no more, we find no collour of 
any ſuch praefidency among them. to them the 
Church is commended to be fed by them, 
without all reſpe& to Tyworhy who ſtood at 
his elbow, and had ben with him un cAfaceae- 


nt 


mea, and was now waiting upon him to lerve 
ſaltmy, 
2. M. Med: in his Comentary vpon the Re- 
vel. pag 26 5ehath theſe words, Deng, ( vt 14m 
ſemel iterumq; morvimus ) queniam Dews Ange 
lor adhibit providenti@ ſua, in rerum humana. 
11mmotu us, converſionitbus ciendis,2u7ernen- 
di(q; adminiſtrorjd cirquo q;, multorum manibss 
pra: fi ur, 4" gelotame tanguam ret gerendetpre 
Sidi & Juci pro communi, logaendi mods tribunn- 
tur, Laſtly(as we have already once & againe 
admonithed ) becauſe God victh the Angels 
of his providence,as miniſters in the mooving 
and managing of rhe motions and converh- 
on3 of humane affairs ; therefore thoſe things 
which arc performed by mary, are neverthe- 
lefle attributed(:$we ſpeake commonly,tothe 
Ang:ll :$ the preſzs and author of the mana- 
ging of the bulinfſe. Now if it be ſo, that in 
other places, where one Angel 15 mentioned, 
m 21y are ment, may it not be ſo in this > 
z If by the Name of the Angell ineach place 
15 comprehended the whole Church, how. 
much more by that Auge8 may, yea mnſt bee. 
comprehended the whole company of pres- 
byters? But under the Name of that Angel is 
comporchended the whole Church, as CA mbre- 
fiv Ansbertus inhis ſecond booke vpon the 
Revclation, not onely writeth but proveth.in 
thcſe words: Yna eatemg, locutione + Ange- 
los & ecclezias Vuum eſſe deſignat : Nam cum 
in principio locutionum, quead ſepiens fiant Ant 
los 


% 
* 


gel dicat, et Angelo iliss ec lefieſcorbe, in 


e ramen earnndem noe dicit : qui habet anrem, 
audiat quid ſpiriins dicat Angelo, ſed quid Ec- 
cleſia dicat. ; |; 
Thirdly,For further evidence unto this Truth 
it 15 obſervable fromthe very Text it ſclfe, 
tat albeit the ſeven Candleſticker are f2id to 
t e the ſeven Churches ; yet the fer en Startes jo heaven thar 
arerot ſaydto be feven Angels of the feven goes fora ſtarr 
Churches, but thus, The fer en ftarres :re the ——— 
Ange!s of the feven Churches. Revel.1. 20, tobea com- 
Fcurthlv, This is further confirmed by Ep- aq — ma- 
phaninr, whowritirg of the Hereſy of the 445 * 
lefians, (aub, that 1n ancient times, this was 
peculiar to Alexandria that it had but one Bt- 
ſhop, whereas other cityes had two. And he 
being Biſhop of Cypres,might well be acquan 
ted,with the condition of the Churches of A4- 
$4a,which were fonigh vnto him. 
5 yet iS there a more pregnant argument 
the tÞeſc, out cf the very text, & it is takE out 
of the epiſtle to Thyatira, where a diſtintion 
iS made between the mEbers of that Chureh 
thus 344 x4 Jos Aarmols , wobu ff rehquss : 
Now who are ſignified by vob&, but thoſe to 
whom he ſpake under the name of the Angel? 
And by Religuw, who arc ſignified but the reſt 
of the people ? The people governed, and you 
overning, and that inthe plurall number, vo- 
is: what cante more evident to proue, that 
by the Angell is merit all the presbiters which 
bauc a ioynt preeminence over the people, not 
D ; one 


one in preeminence over the presbirers> Yet 
what is this preeminence of presbiters over 
the people, not a preeminence of Dominion, 
bur a preeminence of ſervice, and therefore 
oughtto be called not :2x2y12.40 Hierarchy, 
or {acred goverament, as commonly it is, but 
{2d \yAie Father, a ſervile Government : as 
the Au:hor of the Hiſtory ofthe Councell of 
Trent well obſcrves, 8 all the authoaity of the 
Church ia the exerciſe of eccletiaſtical cCſureg, 
even ofthe {orelt Excomunication it ſelf, is 
but the fruite of loue, and for their goolon 
whom it is excrciſed, mourning for tzem, who 
throug't hardneſſe of heirt could got mourne 
for them(clues, and therefore to excommuni- 
Cate is in Scripture phraſe to m9urae x Cor, 5, 
2.and 2 Cor. 12 2. 

Laſt'y, The ccaſures of the Church weze 
e711 Tay TA on), the cenſures of many, 
and not the cenſures of one, 2. Core. 2.6, And 
ſurely, when our Saviour referres us to the 
Church, under theſe words, Die Ecclesi& Mat, 
18. he referrs us not to one, but to Many, 


